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Identification of prior art discussed: Wohlstadtler et al (U.S. Patent No.6,207,369} . 
Agreement with respect to the claims f)n was reached. g)IEI was not reached. hO N/A. 

Substance of Interview Including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: Mr. Einhorn sent a proposed amendment to the examiner by FAX. 
The proposed amendments were discussed. The examiner stated that the Wohlstadtler reference teaches much of the 
claims as presented in the proposed amendments. For example, Wohlstadtler teaches spotting with a binding agent 
and then spotting with a probe (col. 18-22 and col. 75 example 6.2). The examiner stated that Wohlstadtler does not 
teach spotting a mixture of binding agent and probe and that claims drawn to that embodiment are not encompassed 
by the teaching of Wohlstadtler. Mr. Einhorn stated that he would contact applicant before responding a filing a formal 


response. . 
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